
ORDINANCE NO. ____  

ANORDINANCE AMENDING SUBDIVISION COFSECTION
61.215 OFTHEROCHESTER CODE OFORDINANCES,  
RELATING TOCRITERIA FORAPPROVAL OFAGENERAL
DEVELOPMENT.  

THECOMMON COUNCIL OFTHECITYOFROCHESTER DOORDAIN:  

Section 1. Subdivision CofSection 61.215oftheRochester CodeofOrdinances
ishereby amended andreenacted toreadasfollows:  

C. On-siteaccess andcirculation design forpedestrians, bicyclists,  
transit vehicles andpatrons andprivate vehicles, andintegration of
these facilities withadjacent properties willsupport thesafe travel
ofpersons ofallagesandabilities byminimizing vehicular,  
pedestrian andbicycle conflicts through theuseofappropriate traffic
calming, pedestrian safety, andother design features appropriate to
thecontext.  

1) Theroadway connectivity shallmeetaminimum ratioas
decided bythenumber oflotsonadevelopment, excluding
outlots. Additional pedestrian linksshallbeprovided to
increase theoverall connectivity index totheminimum,  
should thedevelopment failtomeet theminimum using
roadway connections. Proposed subdivisions mustmeet the
access requirements asrequired bytheFireCode, Complete
Streets Policy, andallOrdinances pertaining toaccess
management androadway placement.   

2)  Minimum Required Connectivity Ratio
I. Development with10lotsorfewershallberequired to

meetaconnectivity ratioof1.0orgreater.  
II. Development withmore than10, butfewer than50

lotsshallberequired tomeetaratioof1.2orgreater.   
III. Developments withgreater than50, butfewer than

100lotsshallberequired tomeetaratioof1.4or
greater.  

IV. Developments withmorethan100lotsshallbe
required tomeetaratioof1.5orgreater.  
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3)  Connectivity IndexCalculation
I. Arterial streets shallnotbeincluded inthecalculation

except whenitisnecessary totravelalong thearterial
street toreachanytwonodes inthesubdivision.   

II. Existing intersections outside ofthedevelopment
areashallnotbecounted asnode. However, streets
extending intothedevelopment fromthese
intersections shallbecounted aslinks.  

III. Stubstreets thatwilleventually beconnected fromthe
subdivision toafutureabutting subdivision orarterial
orcollector streetshallnotbecounted asanode. The
segment ofthestubstreetshallbecounted asalink.  

IV. Alleysshallnotbecounted asalink, andlocations
whereanalley intersects withastreetshallnotbe
counted asanode.  

V. Anylocation whereastreetcreates aT-intersection
withastreetofanyclassification shallbeconsidered
anode.  

4)  Asubdivision mayhavearoadway connectivity indexofless
thantherequired minimum where specific features or
constraints ofthelandbeingsubdivided makes strict
compliance impossible orimpractical. Suchfeatures include
thefollowing:  
I. Natural features suchasbodies ofwater, severe

elevation changes (12% slopeorgreater), Decorah
Edge, hydric soilsorpresence ofwetlands.  

II. Important cultural orarcheological features suchas
historic landmarks orburialgrounds

III. Adjacent subdivisions whichdonotprovide stub
streets orother opportunities toconnect tothe
proposed subdivision

IV. Situations where intersections, access management,  
anddriveway separation requirements prevent the
ability toprovide additional connections toapublic
road.  

5)  Iftheapplicant isunable tomeet therequired minimum ratio
listed insubsection A, thentheapplicant shall attach tothe

2



General Development PlanApplication anexplanation of
howtheconnectivity oftheproposed development is
hindered bythepresence ofanyofthefeatures listedabove
orsimilar features. TheDevelopment Services Team shall
recommend theapplication forapproval orapproval with
conditions ifitdetermines thattheconnectivity ofthe
proposed subdivision cannot meet theminimum index
requirements (62.215, Subd2, C-2) , duetothesite
constraints. Alternatively, theDevelopment Services team
mayrecommend denial ifitdetermines that theproposed
development’sconnectivity canbereasonably improved in
spiteofthepresence ofsaidfeatures.  

Section 2. Thisordinance shallbecome effective asofthedateofitspublication.  

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

ROCHESTER,  MINNESOTA,  THIS  ________  DAY OF _______________, 2020.  

PRESIDENT OFSAIDCOMMON COUNCIL

ATTEST:  __________________________  
CITY CLERK

APPROVED THIS  _______  DAY OF  _________________, 2020.  

MAYOR

SealoftheCityof
Rochester, Minnesota)  

Ord20/61.215.docx
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